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TWO SUSSEX MONUMENTS. 
By MRS. ESDAILE. 


II]. THe May Monument, Mip Lavant (see Frontispiece). 
(continued from p. 98, vol. viii.) 

While preparing a monograph on John Bushnell (d. 1701) 
for the Walpole Society in 1925, I came across the allusion 
in Dallaway shortly to be quoted, found that there was an 
illustration of the tomb in the Burrell MSS., and went to 
the church of Mid Lavant in the expectation of seeing it. 
On discovering that it had long been buried, | raised 
the subject with the Society, and the late Mr. Hugh 
Chalmers and Mr. Peckham both took the subject up with 
interest. On April 16, 1925, the former wrote to me that 
the subject had been brought before the Diocesan Advisory 
Committee, ‘‘ and, I understand, Canon Coombes of 
Chichester was given power to have the monument disin- 
terred. . . . I think we are well on the way to seeing the 
monument replaced.’’ On July 6, Mr. Chalmers wrote that 
he and Mr. Peckham had visited the church, and were both 
much disappointed to find that nothing had been done. .. . I 
think we must GET THE THING UNEARTHED SOMEHOW On July 
7 meanwhile I had heard from Mr. Peckham, explaining that 
a change of incumbents had delayed matters. On February 
15, 1926, the new incumbent informed me that he had 
questioned the son of the late clerk, who, however, knew 
nothing of its whereabouts, but an aged choirman of sixty 
years’ standing believed it was put in the chancel of St. 
Nicholas’ Church, but did not know where. With such 
scanty information he thought it useless to try to recover it, 
but hoped to hear further from me. I could only refer him 
to the information available, and to-day, November 1, 1940, 
the work is still buried. An account of it will be found 
in the. Walpole Society’s fifteenth volume (1926-7), but 
without an illustration, and as Sussex members of that 
Society are few, it is thought that members of the S.A.S. 
may be glad to have the history of the work retold and 
Grimm’s drawing reproduced ; if, after the war, every mem- 
ber would send a shilling to reinstate this once splendid 
monument so disgracefully buried before the days of 
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Diocesan Advisory Committees, we could show another 
Sussex effigy by a distinguished English sculptor ; while the 
county is a defence area, it is probably safer where it is. 

Bushnell’s romantic career, his ill-luck in being persuaded 
by his master, Thomas Burman, to marry a girl he had 
himself seduced, his flight to the Continent on the discovery 
of the truth, his wanderings over Europe, his success in 
Venice and his return to England after the Restoration 
which he agreed to when he learnt that his wife was dead, 
his success at Court, his popularity as a sculptor, the quarrels 
provoked by his haughty temper, his lawsuits and failures, 
his madness and death, the preservation of his half-ruinous 
house and all its crumbling contents by his eccentric sons, 
who protested that the world was unworthy of their father, 
must be sought in the Walpole Society monograph; we 
must now turn to the monument itself. 

Dallaway’s views on the Delves monument we have 
already heard and condemned; his account of the May 
monument is another matter. ‘* There is,’’ he says in his 
account of Mid Lavant in his History of Sussex (vol. i, 
p. 115), ‘‘ a monumental effigy in white marble, as large 
as life. The design is capricious and the execution good: 
no sculptor’s name is affixed. It has been attributed to John 
Bushnell,’’ and the tradition is beyond question correct, 
though Dallaway’s transcript of the inscription is not. 

The following description, together with the inscription, 
was most kindly transcribed for me by Miss Glennie, 
daughter of the late Rector, in 1926 from notes by a remark- 
able parish clerk, T. R. Mitchell (1791-1861), preserved in 
the parish chest. ‘‘ On entering the church, on the right, or 
south, side is a handsome monument, of marble, the statue 
of Dame Mary May in a reclining position resting on a 
thick black marble slab, supported by two white marble 
trusses. Underneath the monument is a well-executed tablet 
of white marble, with the following inscription :— 

Here 
Lies the body of Dame Mary May, Second Wife of St John 
May of Rawmere, the only surviving Sister and Sole Heire 
of St John Morley of Chichester son to St Edward Morley 
and Second Brother of the Family of Halnaker Place. 
Piously contemplating y® Uncertainty of Life, among other 
solemn Preparations for her Funerall Obsequies, Shee erected 
this Monument in y® Time of her Life in y* year of our 
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Lord 1676. Shee departed this Life in y* year of our Lord 
1681 in y® 41st year of her Age.”’ 

The monument is alluded to as one of the sights of the 
church in the 1909 edition of Notes on Sussex Churches, 
and I went to the church on March 20, 1925, expecting 
to see it; coffin plates of the May family, including Hugh 
and Baptist May, were in the chancel, but no monument 
was visible. I went across to the Rectory, and learnt from 
the outgoing Rector, the Rev. A. H. Glennie, that he had 
heard from Mitchell’s successor as parish clerk that he had 
been at the ‘‘ funeral ’’ of the monument, as he called it, 
when it was buried in the May vault at the restoration of 
1871-2 on the grounds that it was ugly and in the way. 
I then saw the Vestry Minute Book, and found the follow- 
ing entries in the handwriting of the late Dean Stephen, 
then Rector :— 

(a) From August, 1871, to February 14, 1872, the church 

was closed for enlargement and repair. 

(b) A recumbent effigy of Dame Mary May, which was 
fixed against the south wall of the nave, and which 
formerly stood in the chancel, was taken down to 
make room for another window and placed in the 
vault under the chancel. 

(c) A marble efigy of Lady May reclining on her elbow 
which amongst solemn preparations for her obsequies 
she caused to be erected in the time of her life as set 
forth in the inscription thereon, and which her pious 
relations stippled after her decease to represent small- 
pox whereof she died, now reposes in the May vault 
beneath the chancel floor.* 

The work is described and illustrated in the Burrell MSS. 
(B. M. Add. MS. 5675, pp. 33, 56), and the reader can judge 
whether its removal was or was not an act of gross 
vandalism. As to the authorship, one glance at the docu- 
mented monuments of Charlotte, Lady Myddelton at Chirk, 
Denbigh, or the dying wife on the Ashburnham monument 
at Ashburnham, will settle the question; it is as typical 
of Bushnell’s work as are the lamps, tablet and cherub head 
below, and Bushnell was exceptional among the sculptors 
of his day in placing life-sized effigies not on table-tombs, 
but on mural monuments. The subsequent pitting with 
smallpox is curious; that it need have been no serious dis- 


* This last is an extract from a letter of the Dean, July 25, 1873. 
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figurement is proved by the Warren monument in West- 
minister Abbey, where not one visitor in a thousand per- 
ceives that Roubiliac uses this realistic detail to indicate 
that the Admiral had had smallpox, and it is most earnestly 
to be hoped that the fact may not be used as an excuse for 
leaving Lady May in the vaults. The lack of funds for the 
purpose should not be a permanent bar to the reinstatement 
of one of the two monuments by the sculptor in the whole 
county; Bushnell’s Ashburnham tomb adorns its eastern 
end; the western can only record with shame that it has 
done nothing to retrieve the disastrous error of the restorers 
at Mid Lavant in burying the church’s greatest ornament. 

One last word as to the choice of the sculptor. Lady 
May was by her marriage related to Hugh May, ‘‘ Comp- 
troller of the Works to King Charles the Second; Comp- 
troller of the Castle of Windsor, and by his Majt¢ appointed 
to be sole Architect in continuing and governing the works 
in the great alterations made by his Majti¢ in that Castle,”’ 
to quote the coffin-plate in Mid Lavant aforesaid. It was 
Hugh May—not, as the D.N.B. wrongly states, Baptist 
May, a Mayfield man who was Charles II’s Keeper of the 
Privy Purse—that was Evelyn’s ‘‘ friend Mr. May the 
architect,’? and May most certainly knew John Bushnell, 
who, after a gracious reception at Court, had executed at 
least three statues of Charles II by 1671, a lost one “ in 
stucco,’’ that on Temple Bar and that once on the Royal Ex- 
change, now in the Old Bailey. To Hugh May Lady 
Mary would naturally turn for advice on the question of the 
monument which she contemplated; no less naturally he 
would recommend the sculptor in favour with the King to 
whom he owed his own appointment, just as the loyal 
Ashburnham employed the same artist a year or two later 
for the tomb of his adored wife. Sussex was in either case 
the richer for the choice. 





A LONG FAMILY LAND HOLDING. 
By THE REV. WALTER BUDGEN, F.S.A. 

Among the recent additions to the deeds in the possession 
of the Sussex Archzological Society is a small series having 
features of interest that deserve some notice. The deeds 
are numbered in the Society’s collections HA. 59 to 88. 

The property principally concerned, according to the 
description in the earliest deed of the series, is a piece of 
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land in the parish of Pevensey and in the marsh of Mankesey 
called Twyfords containing 40 acres (later described as 43 
acres), the bounds being as follows:—‘‘ to land of Ralph 
Colbrond on the North, to land of the Abbot and Convent 
of Battle called Monkyn Mershe and land of Thomas Fynes, 
knight, Lord Dacre, called Litil Blyborough on the East, 
to the king’s highway leading between the town of Pevynsey 
and Chilley on the South and to land of the Rector of 
Manekesey on the West.’’ This first deed, which is in 
Latin, is dated 12 July, 2 Richard III (1485) and is a 
grant from John Brodebrege of Wartlyng, Sussex, yeoman, 
to Stephen Porter, whose parish is not mentioned, and the 
witnesses are:—Henry Dawson, William Alard and John 
Hampton, all of Westham, and Robert Havell of Pevensey. 

In 1536 the property was in the hands of Richard Porter 
of Battle and by the Will dated 30 April, 1574, of John 
Porter of Battle, yeoman, it passed, under a devise of all 
his marsh lands “‘ in the mylle and liberty of Pevensey ’’ to 
the testator’s son George Porter and the heirs male of his 
body, with a contingent gift over, in default of such issue, 
to Robert Porter, another son of the testator, who received 
also under the Will a direct gift of property in Battle and 
Hollington. (See an abstract of this Will below, p. 134.) 
The contingency upon the happening of which the lands in 
Pevensey were to go to Robert Porter must have occurred, 
for the deeds show that he was dealing with them in 1585 
for the purpose of barring entails and remainders; he is 
described as of Magdalene College, Cambridge, and in a 
later deed as ‘‘ clerk.’’ He was the last male bearer of the 
name Porter to hold the Pevensey marshlands that had 
belonged to his family for at least 100 years, but even now 
the family connection does not cease; a deed of 1630 shows 
that the lands had passed to Anne, one of the daughters 
of Robert Porter, and thenceforth had the alternative name 
of ‘‘ Porters Marsh.’’ The deed just mentioned is a Con- 
veyance for the purpose of a Settlement by John Dunmoll 
of Wadhurst, gent., and Anne his wife, one of the daughters 
of Robert Porter, clerk, deceased, of ‘‘ several pieces of 
Mershe land called Twyfords alias Porters Mershe contain- 
ing in the whole 43 acres in the parish of Pevensey, late in 
the occupation of Thomas Euridge and now of Edward 
(recte Edmond) Calverley.’’ The premises were settled 
upon the said John Dunmoll and Anne his wife and their 
son John Dunmoll. 
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There is no mention of the marshlands in the Will of 
John Dunmoll of Wadhurst, gentleman, dated 22 October, 
1661, and proved 4 July, 1662, but the testator, having, as 
he says, settled some lands and tenements on his sons 
Robert and Joseph, made his son Nicholas principal devisee 
and executor. The Will of this Nicholas Dunmoll is dated 
16 December, 1670, and was proved 19 May, 1674. He is 
described as of Alfriston, Sussex, gentleman; he devised 
to his brother Joseph Dunmoll of Wadhurst, gentleman, 
lands in Kent and’ also the 43 acres of marshland called 
Twyfords alias Porters Mershe then in the occupation of 
Richard Rabson in the Level of Pevensey. A messuage and 
lands in Wadhurst were devised for life to Anne his sister, 
wife of John Brook of Alfriston, gentleman: 

Next we have the Will of Joseph Dunmoll dated 20 
September, 1675, by which the Pevensey marshlands were 
given to his eldest son Nicholas Dunmoll. Then in 1687 
begins the rake’s progress of which evidence is so often 
found in family deeds, and for the first time in 240 years 
the property was mortgaged ; the amount was increased in 
1719, and finally in 1723 the premises were sold. 

From the above extracts from this series of documents it 
will be seen that the devolution of the lands we have been 
considering comprised five generations in the direct line of 
the Porter family and, including the first John Dunmoll 
who married Anne Porter, a similar number of generations 
of the Dunmoll family, and the period covered was 240 
years. 


ABSTRACT OF THE WILL OF JOHN PORTER. 


(Lewes Deeds, HA. 62) 30 April, 16 Eliz. (1574). 


Will of JOHN PORTER of Battell, yeoman. Direction 
for burial in the church of Battell, with gift of 1os. to the 
church for his burial. To the poor men’s box of the same 
church, 3s. 4d. 

To the poor of Battell, 16s. 4d. and to the poor of Frant, 
13s. 4d. Also to the poor of Battell 16s, 4d. yearly for 5 
years, to be paid weekly during Lent. 

To wife Agnes 5 kyne, 1 rone geldyng, 4 qrs. of wheat, 
4 qrs. of malt and one seame of oats; also all household 
stuff in testator’s house in Battell. 

Plate to be equally ‘ shifted ’ between wife Agnes and 
son Richard. All household stuff at Beygham given to 
son Richard Porter. 
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To Thomas Aynescombe in consideration of the marriage 
of testator’s daughter Marye, £100, also a black geldyng. 

To Thomas Aynescombe, son of testator’s daughter, £10, 
to be put out for his benefit until he attained 21 years. 

Legacies to servants, Mary Alchorne, John Palmer, and 
John Hayward. 

All ‘ Rother cattell and hoofe beastes,’ corn in the field 
and elsewhere and ‘ munition and armoure belonging to 
y° ware’ and goods, debts, chattels and leases given to 
son Richard, who was appointed sole executor; he to pay 
all debts and legacies. 

Overseers:—Testator’s brothers John Baker, George 
Porter, and Thomas Aynescombe, with legacy of 40s. apiece. 

Will of Real Estate in Kent and Sussex. Devise to son 
Richard Porter and the heirs male of his body of all tene- 
ments, watermills, waters, lands and meadows &c. in 
Brenchley and Lamberhurst, Kent, with contingent remain- 
der to son John Porter in tail male. 

To son John Porter and the heirs male of his body all 
tenements, lands &c. in Marden, Kent, with contingent 
remainder to the said Richard Porter in tail male. 

To son Stephen Porter and the heirs male of his body 
all tenements, lands &c. in Hoo, Sussex, with contingent 
remainder to son Thomas Porter in tail male. 

To son George Porter and the heirs male of his body 
all marsh lands in ‘ the mylle and liberty of Pevensey,’ 
Sussex, with contingent remainder to son Robert Porter in 
tail male. 

To wife Agnes, with licence of the lord, the messuage in 
which testator dwelt and copyhold lands called Fordland, 
Tassart and Loxepyrche and also one copyhold house and 
garden in the borow of Mongaye (Mountjoy in Battle) late 
bought of Nicholas Bodell and all other freehold lands and 
gardens lying at the side of the king’s highway that his 
dwelling standeth and in the borow of [Mongaye], which 
said messuage, gardens and lands both free and copyhold lay 
in the borowes of Mongaye and Uckam. To hold for her 
life ‘ she making no strepe nor wast.’ After the decease 
of the said Agnes all the said premises given to son Thomas 
Porter and the heirs male of his body, with contingent 
remainder to son Steven Porter in tail male. 

To son Robert Porter and the heirs male of his body a 
messuage lands, tenements &c. on the southwest side of 
Bredgell grene in Battell and Hollington, Sussex. Also an 
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annuity of £4 going out of John Glasiers mershe in the 
libertye of Pevensye, which said annuity descended to 
testator by the death of his brother Steven Porter of Hoo, 
with contingent remainder to son George Porter in tail male. 

To son Thomas Porter and the heirs male of his body 
all tenements, lands &c. in Staplehurst, Kent, with con- 
tingent remainder to son Richard Porter and the eldest 
male heir of his body. 

To son Steven Porter the messuage and gardens bought 
of Nicholas Bennett in Battell in the borowe of Mongaye, 
with contingent remainder to son George Porter in tail male. 

Wife Agnes to have yearly £10 from the lands in Brenchley 
and Lamberhurst, £2 6s. 8d. from the land in Hoo and 
£2 6s. 8d. from the lands &c. in Marden in consideration 
of her jointure and dower, with power of distress in case 
of non-payment. 

The Overseers to receive the profits of the lands &c. given 
to the five younger sons until they come to their ages of 
21, to bring them up. 

Witnesses :—Thos. Woodye, Thos. Berywycke, Wm. 
Roberts, Thos. Isted. 





THE TRANSLATION OF PERSONAL NAMES. 
By L. F. SALZMAN, F.S.A. 

The vast majority of medieval records are written in 
Latin, but the persons mentioned in them spoke English or, 
in polite society, French. One of the problems of anyone 
translating these documents is to decide how to render the 
personal names which occur in them. Christian names were 
always latinized, and many surnames were also, with much 
perverse ingenuity, given a Latin form, but these were not 
the forms used in common speech. 

Beginning with Christian names: everyone recognises 
that Johannes, Galfridus, Radulfus, and Egidius should be 
rendered John, Geoffrey, Ralph, and Giles. Similarly, 
Jacobus is always given as James, though it is quite possible 
that it sometimes stood for Jacob. But there are a number 
of names which are constantly given a kind of bastard Latin 
form which only came into use in post-medieval times. 
Thus Reginaldus, Nigellus, Hugo, and Elias should be 
rendered Reynold, or Rainald, Niel, Hugh, and Ellis; 
Reginald makes its first rare appearance, I believe, in the 
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sixteenth century, Elias may perhaps occur in the seven- 
teenth, but I doubt if Nigel or Hugo can be found before 
the nineteenth. Henricus may be accepted as Henry, 
though the English form before 1500 was always Herry or 
Harry. The printed Parish Registers of Brighton even as 
late as 1558-70 show constant entries of Harry with only 
one Henry (in 1566), but from 1570 the form is Henry, with 
a recrudescence of Harry under James I. The three volumes 
of Sussex Wills (S.R.S. xli-xliii) show many such entries 
as, under Chichester, the will of Harry Hawbank witnessed 
by Sir Harry Hawkyns, parson of the Palant; but from 
about 1540 Henry predominates. A glance through these 
same volumes shows the extraordinary lack of variety in 
men’s names in the later Middle Ages as compared with 
the thirteenth century (e.g., Index to Fines, S.R.S. ii). 
Incidentally, it is odd that George, patron saint of England, 
and Arthur, the popular hero of romance, should be so rare 
in medieval times; I do not think either occurs among the 
40,000 names in the Subsidies (S.R.S. x) of 1296, 1327, and 
1332. It is odd that the great Christian figure of Paul 
should be practically never commemorated; but oddest of 
all is the extreme rarity of the name Mary. 

Women’s names have always been more varied than 
men’s. First we may protest against (Matilda, a form 
probably never found before the nineteenth century; the 
English form is Maud, though Matilde might be justified 
in referring to a Frenchwoman. Alicia is always given as 
Alice, and most people realise that Johanna is Joan; but 
such names as Isabella, Amicia, Anna, Letitia ought also 
to be rendered Isabel, Amice, Anne, and Lettice. Petronilla 
is Parnell; Agatha seems to have been Agas, and Juliana 
is rather a difficulty; perhaps Juliane is good enough, 
though Gillian, or even Jill, might be nearer contemporary 
use. As for Alleluia, wife of Robert Sauvage of Broadwater 
(13th cent.), she may remain untranslated! 

Sauvage, by the way, appears sometimes as Silvaticus, 
and the neighbouring family of le Conte as Comes, so that 
Simon Comes (i.e., le Comte) is in danger of becoming 
‘“* Earl Simon.’’ We automatically convert de Bello Campo 
and de Monte forti into Beauchamp and de Montfort, but 
some local knowledge is required to recognise de Alta Ripa 
and de Querceto as Dawtrey and Cheney, or Cheyne. With 
all due respect to Puck and Mr. Kipling, the lord of 
Pevensey was not spoken of as de Aquila but as de 1’Aigle. 








138 Sussex Notes and Quertes 


Most difficulty, however, arises with plebeian names. Some 
of these are craft names: as faber—Smith, textor—Webbe 
(i.e., weaver), bercarius—Shepherd, and cooperator, which 
may be Thatcher, Tiler, or Helyer (i.e., roofer), and one 
cannot tell if they are true surnames or merely descriptive. 
Similarly with the prefix filius; it is hard to say whether 
Johannes fil’ Gilberti is ‘* son of Gilbert,’’ or fitz-Gilbert, or 
Gibson. Even with names of local origin there are pro- 
blems, De Fonte may be Atwell, Wells, or Weller; de 
Cruce, Crouch, or Croucher ; de Ponte, Bridge, Bridges, or 
Bridger—the forms Weller, Croucher, and Bridger being 
a distinctive Sussex use (Place-Names of Sussex, i, 35). 
So, de Bosco may be Atwood, Wood, or Boyes (French, 
bois). Certainty can, in fact, only be reached when the 
vernacular form is given elsewhere. Some of these points 
can be illustrated by comparing the Subsidy lists of 1296, 
compiled by a latinising scribe, and 1327—both printed in 
S.R.S. x. 


1296. 1327. Place, 
Camerarius le Chamberleyn Heyshott 
Bercarius le Shephurde Poling 
Sutor le Soutare Fittleworth 
fil’Matildis Maldesone Heyshott 
fil’Stephani Steuene Warningcamp 
de Insula de Lile Pulborough 
de Aula atte Halle Edburton 
de Camera atte Chambre Denton 
de Alneto atte Aldrette Rudgewick 
de Fraxino atte Nasshe Bepton 
de Fonte atte Welle South Heighton 
de Mari atte See Eastbourne 
de la Venele in the Lane Harting 


Finally, I would register a vehement protest against the 
Wardour Street practice of printing capital F as ff. It is 
true that the capital was written in the shape of double f, 
but there is no more sense in so reproducing it than in using 
a long s (f) wherever it occurs in the middle of a word :— 
to be consistent the patrons of ff should write Fisher as 
ffifher. So let us leave that ffutility to ye ffriends of Ye 
Olde Bunne Shoppe. 
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LEWES MARKET. 

Under an Act of Parliament (31 Geo. III) Commissioners 
were appointed to enlarge and extend the powers of ‘‘ the 
present prescriptive market within the Town and Borough 
of Lewes.’’ The old market house (the successor of an 
earlier One opposite Castle Gateway) stood in the centre 
of Lewes High Street over against the present White Hart. 
The Commissioners moved the market to Market Street 
and built the tower which still houses the clock moved from 
the old market house and the town bell, ‘‘ old Gabriel,’’ 
which formerly hung in the ‘‘ Broken Church,’’ the disused . 
St. Nicholas, at the top of School Hill. Mr. E. J. Bedford, 
of Lewes, has recently acquired the Minute Book of the 
Commissioners and has kindly allowed me to make the 
following extracts covering the period of their authority. 
It will be seen that they had great difficulty in maintaining 
this ancient market as a going concern. The last recorded 
meeting was on 15 May, 1840. Subsequently, according 
to Mr. George Holman’s Lewes Directory and Guide (1887) 
it fell into disuetude and it was formally handed over to 
the Lewes Corporation in 1886. Mr. Bedford has presented 
the volume of Minutes to the Lewes Borough Museum. 

2 July, 1791. First meeting held at the House of Joseph 
Spittal, known as the Crown Inn. Act read. 16 signatures. 

11 July, 1791. Second meeting. William Balcombe 
Langridge appointed clerk and Sir Henry Blackman, Kt., 
treasurer. Agreed to purchase a plot of land within the 
Castle precinct from Robert Chester Cooper. List of sub- 
scribers (£725 in all). Old market house not to be pulled 
down until the new one was ready. Plans and estimates 
to be invited. Meeting held at the Crown. 32 signatures. 

25 July, 1791. Third meeting at the House of James 
Jenner, known as the Star Inn. Plans from Mr. Amon 
Wild and from Mr. John Maxfield. Estimates received 
for the last-named from Aaron Lempriere, plumber, and 
from Winter and Maxfield, carpenter. Another plan since 
received from Mr. Thomas Hewitt, of Lewes, Surveyor. 
28 signatures. 

8 August, 1791. Fourth meeting at the White Hart 
Inn. Robert Chester Cooper releases the Commissioners 
from their contract to buy his land since they had secured 
a site next the Crown Inn, from Viscount Hampden, for 
the purpose of the new market and also to put up a clock 








140 Sussex Notes and Quertes 


and the town bell (formerly in the tower of the Broken 
Church of St. Nicholas). 

22 August, 1791. Fifth meeting. Sir Henry Blackman 
reported completion of negotiations with Lord Hampden, 
the sale being on condition that the Commissioners built 
him three houses adjoining the intended clockhouse ‘‘ to 
the satisfaction of Mr. Ellman ’’ and also a stable adjoining 
the Crown yard in lieu of a stable occupied by Mr. 
Nutley(?). This was agreed to and a Committee was 
formed to deal with the building. The meeting was held 
at the Crown. 21 signatures. 

12 November, 1791. Sixth meeting at the Crown Inn. 
An adjustment of boundaries arranged with Mr. Robert 
Chester Cooper, the proprietor of the Crown Inn. 5 
signatures. 

14 November, 1791. Seventh meeting at the Crown Inn. 
The following contracts agreed. Mr. Isaac Piercy, brick- 
layer’s work, £124. Carpenter’s work to Mr. Joseph 
Goldsmith, £107. Plumber’s work to John Malt, John 
Sawyer, Aaron Lempriere and Nicholas Ansell, £36. 5 
signatures. 


27 February, 1792, at the White Hart Inn. Securities 
prepared for sums subscribed, and also conveyance of land. 
II signatures. 

3 April, 1792, at the Star Inn (date omitted and endorse- 
ment incorrect). 9 signatures. 

1 May, 1792, at the Crown Inn (endorsed incorrectly 
‘the Star ’’). 6 signatures. 

15 June, 1792, at the Crown Inn. The market declared 
ready and a list of tolls authorised, and hours of the market 
appointed. The market to be opened on 25 June following 
and an advertisement to be put in the next issue of the 
Lewes Journal to this effect. The tower was not yet com- 
pleted. 4 signatures. 

Seven more meetings were held in 1792, three at the Crown 
and two each at the Star and White Hart; and in January, 
February and April, 1793, the first and last at the Star 
and the remaining meeting at the White Hart. On May 
23, 1793, at the Star, the Commissioners met to inspect the 
accounts of the market and of the expenditure on the Tower 
and Buildings adjoining. It was resolved ‘‘ that a Sub- 
scription be set on foot within the Town of Lewes for 
defraying the Debts now standing on the erection of the 
Market Tower and Houses.’’ Also ‘‘ that the clerk do 
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insert in the next week’s Lewes Journal an advertisement 
or publish the same by printed Hand Bills for convening the 
next meeting of the Commissioners declaring therein that 
the Tolls of the said market are then intended to be let 
by auction.’’ At the next meeting at the Crown, 3 June, 
1793, Thomas Mantell becomes lessee of the tolls and the 
room on the right of the tower, for £70 per ann. The 
minutes of the next meeting on the 24 June include a long 
inventory of the market utensils and a list of further sub- 
scriptions, totalling £250. More than a year elapsed before 
the next meeting, the first of six in 1794, some of which 
had too few attendances to permit of business. At the last 
meeting that year (17 October, at the Crown) Thomas 
Harman, of Lewes, collarmaker, was appointed Collector of 
the tolls, Mantell’s lease being ended. 

The market was not doing too well and on g December, 
1795 (the last of 5 meetings that year) the Collector was 
directed to stop any persons offering goods for sale in the 
town which should be offered only in market. There were 
eight meetings during 1796 (four at the Crown, two at the 
White Hart and one at the Star), William Inkpen being 
made Collector in December, and seven meetings (all at 
the White Hart) in 1797. In March it was reported that 
Inkpen had failed to produce sureties, and in April his neg- 
lect of his duties is noted. A Committee was formed to 
put the market in order and Edward Relfe was appointed 
Collector. There were complaints against the new man in 
the first of five meetings held in 1798 and on the 19 
December of the year the business included the appointment 
of new Commissioners, the payments of accounts and the 
exhibition of a mortgage, probably the security for money 
still owing to the builder of the market. The first meeting 
in 1799 was held at the Crown and the remaining four at 
the White Horse, a new rendezvous. On August 14 Edward 
Relfe was removed for irregularities and Henry Pauson, the 
deputy clerk, was instructed to collect the tolls. A letter 
from Relfe, dated August 13, is preserved loose in the 
Minute Book. On December 6 there were complaints of 
traders who evaded the tolls, and authority was given to 
erect a chimney in the Collector’s room, which was also 
to be enlarged. 

There were six meetings in 1800 (all but one at the 
White Horse) and it was agreed on February 28 to pay 
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5/- to the master of the house where the Commissioners 
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met. On October 8 a fine was inflicted on an offending 
trader reported at the previous meeting and further regu- 
lations were enacted. New Commissioners were appointed 
at a single meeting in 1801 (April 2) at the Star Inn. 
There was again only one meeting in 1802 and none in 1803. 
On February 20, 1804, it was resolved that six years’ arrears 
of interest on subscriptions should be added to the principal. 
The same year on April 5 there is recorded a table of 16 
subscribers, with principal and interest totalling £1105. 
One meeting in 1805 was followed by five in 1806. The 
chief business was appointing a Committee to put the tolls 
up to auction, Mr. Pauson relinquishing his salary and 
commission. The auction was duly advertised in the Lewes 
Journal and Joseph Tinsley, the highest bidder, obtained 
them for £36 for six months from March 28. On October 1 
they were again to be auctioned, but apparently there were 
no bids. January 8, 1807, George Gower, who had been 
appointed Collector, was found incompetent and Thomas 
Gates put in his place. He died before November 12, when 
it was reported that the lords of Lewes had appointed Henry 
Parsons Clerk and Collector, and he was allowed an assistant 
named Abraham Soper. 

The market was still insolvent and the Commissioners 
debated the question of the long overdue dividends on 
December 16, 1807. The next meeting was three years 
later on October 3, 1810, when the tolls were let to Michael 
Cotterell (or Cottrill) for 5 years at £84 per annum. The 
lease was signed on October 17, but at the second meeting 
of 1811 (November 5) it was reported that Cottrill’s last 
payment was made on the preceding April 6 and it was 
agreed to take proceedings against him. On November 19, 
his sureties attended and stated their inability to honour 
their bonds. Legal action was taken and writs issued on 
November 25, but no result is recorded. Meetings on July 
14, 1812, and April 5, 1813, were insufficiently attended, 
and the Commissioners did not meet again until September 
15, 1815. On that occasion interest on the subscriptions 
was authorised for the year 1810. There was an abortive 
proposal to reduce the rate of interest and as a reminder 
of the liabilities not yet met Thomas Lempriere attended and 
exhibited his father Aaron’s mortgage security. On the 
following September 25 it was resolved to lease the tolls 
again for three years and on October 5 Henry Oliver became 
the lessee, but the rent is not stated. He however sur- 
rendered the lease after a year, and no one was found to 
fill his place. 
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One meeting only took place in 1817, when interest (for 
1811) was authorised and the next meeting, two years later 
(June 28, 1819), declared a dividend for 1812. Another 
couple of years passed and then a really businesslike meet- 
ing was held, which set up a Committee of management, 
resolved that balances in the hands of the treasurer should 
be distributed as dividend irrespective of the nominal rate 
of 5%, and that an annual general meeting should be called. 
These good resolutions had no immediate result. It was 
34 years before the next meeting of the Commissioners was 
held and the tolls were stated to be barely sufficient to meet 
expenses. On November 2, 1824, a suggestion was made 
to sell all the shares in the market as a single lot, but 
nothing happened. At the next meeting, however, on April 
25, 1827, the Collector (Mr. Inkpen) was discharged, Mr. 
William Smart was appointed in his stead and orders for the 
repair of the market were placed. From this time there 
was a genuine improvement, meetings were fairly regular 
and dividends of 34% (1830), 3% (1831), 14% (1832-3-4), 
2% (1836), 12% (1838), 2% (1839) and 1% (1840) were 
declared. The only entry of special interest during this 
period occurs on July 4, 1829, when it appears that the 
magistrates proposed to the Commissioners the construction 
of a tank in the market to hold water for the town’s use. 
It was to be supplied from a pump worked by the male 
and female prisoners in the House of Correction! Although 
the proposal was welcomed it does not seem to have 
materialised. 


SUSSEX ENTRIES IN LONDON PARISH REGISTERS. 
Contributed by w. H. CHALLEN. 
(continued from p. 105, vol. viii). 

When transcribing voluntarily, with kind permission of 
the Rector, all the Marriages to 1837 in the registers, as 
now available, of the united parishes of St. George, Botolph 
Lane, and St. Botolph, Billingsgate, which were themselves 
united in 1g01 to the united parishes of St. Mary at Hill 
and St. Andrew Hubbard (for extracts from their registers 
see vol. vii, pp. 12 and 13), I came across the following 
specific references to Sussex. 





St. Georce, BoTotpH LANE: 1547-1837 (gaps 1552-56, 
1667-82, 1684). 
(This Church was destroyed in the Great Fire and rebuilt 
1674, closed 1891, and pulled down 1904.) 
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1611—Oct. 1. Will. Mason of Harfield in Susex & 
Marie Turner [lic.]. 

1618—Dec. 2. Mr. Robert Dombelo minister in Susex 
& Marry Champne mayd of St. Benitt Grach church 
London by my Lorde of Londones lycence.j{ 

1628—Sep. 11. Henerie Stacie of Ardinley, Sussix, & 
Alice ffillder of Eatonbrige, Kente, by lycence off 
the Lordes Grace off Canterburie.* 

1648—-June 14. Thomas Scardevell & Elizabeth Calla- 
way of Cheeshester in ye county of Sury [sic. for 
Chichester?]. [Year altered from 1640. | 

1653—Apr. 20. John Boyer of Est Grimsteade, Sussex, 
& Liuda Miller of Catrum, Surri, by Mr. Henchman. 

1656—July 22. Robert Warner of Petpworth in 
Sussex, & Eliner Nappar of ye same county. [The 
record of banns in another book records, however, 
Robert Warner & Elenor Napeer both of St Georges 
Buttolph Lane, published in Leadenhall markett, 
21, 29 July, 4 Aug. 1656. | 

1687—No date. John Michleborne of Clayton, Sussex, 
& Eliz. Cooper, spin., of Mersham in Surry [lic.]. 

1726—Oct. 3. William Henery Janeway of Laceing in 
Sussex, batchelour, & Anne Burroughs of Hampton 
in Middlesex, single woman, by Mr. Sherlock, Rector 
lic. |. 

. 12. The Revd. Thomas Turner,{ Cl: widr., 
of Betchworth, & Ann Churchman, spin., of St. 
Botolph, Billingsgate [lic.]. 


* Under date 20 Apr., 1646, the marriage of ‘* William with a 
bald head and Isabell (blank) by Mr. Viner ”’ is recorded. 
+ Bp. of London licence (Harleian Soc., Vol. 26), 1 Dec., 1618. 
Robert Dumville, Clerk, B.A., & Mary Chapman, spin., 
dau. of (blank) Chapman, decd. (to marry at St. George, 
Botolph Lane). 
Mr. L. F. Salzman kindly informs me that Robert Dumbile 
was Rector of Waldron ca. 1616-19. 


t Included as his first wife was Mary Miller née Challen (only 
child of Stephen Challen by his wife Mary née Newman; 
see Cocking printed register), bapt. 15 July, 1705, Oving,. 
by a Presb. minister, who married firstly John Miller of 
Chichester (brother of Sir Thos, Miller, 3rd Bart.), 11 Sept., 
1721, at Rumboldswyck, and secondly Rev. Mr. ‘Thomas 
Turner, curate, 27 May, 1744, at Dorking. She died at 
Betchworth and was buried 3 Dec., 1762, at Dorking. 
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1594—Mch. 7. ‘‘ Gathered for Henrye Fawknor of 
Chichester merchannt 7 March 1594 lycenced by my 
Lord Allmeral. o0.0.11d.’’ 

1836—Aug. 17. Buried Lydia Knott of Brighton, age 
70 years, 

1846—May g9. Buried Mary Fowler of St. Peter, 
Brighton, age 67. 


St. Boro.pu, BILLINGSGATE: 1813-1837. 

(Destroyed in Great Fire and not rebuilt, but united with 
St. George, Botolph Lane. Earliest registers apparently 
burnt. Marriage register for the united parishes 1685-1812, 
but separate books for each 1813-1837. 

1831—May 24. John Marchant of East Bourne, Sussex, 
bach., & Mary Lynn of this parish, spin. [lic.]. 
Witnesses: John Lynn, Martha Lynn, James Lynn. 





SMALL-POX IN WISBOROUGH GREEN. 
By G. D. JOHNSTON. 

Small-pox does not figure in the Parish Records so 
largely as might be expected, and the Parish was probably 
comparatively immune from this prevalent disease of the 
18th century which only lessened when Vaccination was 
introduced. There were previous attempts to deal with it, 
such as by Inoculation (i.e., deliberately contracting the 
disease in favourable conditions so as to have a light attack 
and so secure future immunity) and Isolation. There are 
references to what we should call an Isolation Hospital 
(then called with our Ancestors’ usual bluntness ‘‘ the Pest 
House ’’) of which a Mrs. Austen was at one period the 
Matron, but its locality does not appear, though an entry 
in 1823 suggests that it might be Hookhurst (10). Maps 
of the Period (such as the Ordnance Survey published in 
1813) mark ‘*‘ Pest House ’’ on the east side of the Road 
to Petworth shortly before it reaches the crest of Hill at the 
Fox and close to where ‘‘ Beechfield ’’ now stands; but 
this was at the extremity of Petworth Parish close to 
Egdean, Fittleworth and Kirdford parishes and it is very 
unlikely (having regard to the intense parochial feeling of 
the times) that this was used by Wisborough Green. 

Of the 48 Apprenticeship Deeds which have been pre- 
served one only mentions Small-pox ; that is dated the 18th 
July 1753, the Master was a Barber and Peruke Maker 
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of Westminster (where perhaps the Disease was expected 
to be prevalent) and undertook to ‘‘ be at all costs and 
Charges of the Small-pox and other sickness ’’ that shall 
happen to the Apprentice. 

The Contract between the Parish and the Governor (the 
older title for the Master) of the Workhouse in 1738 does 
not expressly mention Small-pox, but the Governor under- 
took the expense of all Sickness; in the 1741 and 1743 
Contracts Small-pox is expressly included with Broken 
Bones as liabilities undertaken by the Governor. In 1764 
the Agreement excepts from the Governor’s liability ‘‘ the 
Small-pox placing out parish Apprentices Law Sutes 
removals of poor.’? The Agreements of 1768, 1772, 1775, 
and 1778 are silent, but in these cases the Parish were 
merely paying the Governor a Salary and not contracting out 
of their liability to maintain the Poor. The next Agree- 
ment—that dated the 18th September 1789—contains the 
words ‘‘ Nor with the Small-Pox ’’ in the exceptions to 
the Governor’s liabilities. This Agreement was renewed 
frequently until in 1806 the Parish decided ‘‘ to take the 
management of the poor in the Poor House into the Hands 
of the said Parishioners.’’ In 1823 when Richard Launder 
contracted for the maintenance of the Poor, the Parish 
Doctor attended the Poor House without charge or expense 
to Launder. 

The Contract with Messrs. Joyce & Elms to attend the 
Sick Poor for the year starting 1st February 1778 excepts 
Midwifery and the Small-pox; and Small-pox is the only 
disease excepted out of the Contract dated the 25th March 
1823 with the Medical Practitioner attending the inmates 
of the Workhouse and an unsigned and undated letter of 
application for the contract of so attending the Workhouse 
for £30 p.a. contains the words ‘‘ (excluding Small-pox 
and Inoculation) .’’ 

Other references are as follows :— 


1768 June 5 paid Mr Baker’s(1) Bill. of 


Agreement 8 o oO 
paid him a bill for attending the 
smallpox 2 4 6 


1779 May 21 Spent Cash by Mr Elliott(2) to 
Shiere to relieve the family of 
the Howicks in the Smallpox 
allowing for a coffin for the 
Deceast Woman & Shroud 
Do relief 19 0 
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1803 Sept 5 
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paid Mr King(3) cash that him 
given & paid to the Howiecks 
when they first faild with 
smallpox 

Paid Nurse Randall by Order Mr 
King(3) 2 Wks attending 
smallpox peaslick Bottom (4) 
after the first was gone at 
7 wk 

paid Dr Harbroe . . . says 
was by order of Mr Christ" 
Elliott (5) for Geo King’s wife 
time them had smallpox 

Paid Mr Harbroe for attending 
Geo King’s Wife 

Similar entry by other Overseer 

Mr Tribe’s(6) Smallpox bill 

Mr Jendens(7) Bill of the Smail- 
pox 

Paid to W™ Penfold for inocu- 
lating Edw? Woodhatch(8) 
Family 

Paid to Jas Lunn for House- 
room & Attendance on Wood- 
hatches Family 

Paid Mr Penfold a Bill for the 
Inoculation of Jn° Goatcher’s 
Family being 6 in number at 
12/6 per head 

Widow Pellett to have 7s. 6d. 
more than have heretofore 
Rec‘ for nursing the Small 
Poxe 

Paid for goods had at the Peste 
House 

Paid Mrs Anstom for keeping 
W" Sandford’s Jun" Wife & 
Child one month in the Peste 
House and Nursing them 

P¢ Do for Bord & Nursing W™ 
Sanford’s Son’s Wife & Child 
5 weeks 

P* expenses of y® Small Pox for 
Dolton’s girl 
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4 00 
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1804 Jan 18  P*4 Inoculating W™ Hughes wth 
Cow Pox (9) 1 6 

1806 May 14 Paid Mrs Austen at Pest House 

for Jas Mitchel’s Family hav- 
ing the Small Pox I5 15 oO 

June 28 Paid Mrs Austen at Pest House 

for Sara Etherton & Hana 
Hard Having the Small Pox 6 6 o 

1810 Apr 21 Paid Mrs Austen at Pest H for 
Hana Durant & Child 6 6 0 

1823 Jan 6  HenyY Steers Son to be moved to 

Hookhurst(10) and a Person 

provided to look after him he 

having the Small Pox and 

should any more of the Family 

fail to be sent there likewise 


(1) The Parish Medical Practitioner. 

(2) Thomas Elliott, Churchwarden 1778-1781. 

(3) John King, Overseer for Loxwood End 1778-9. 

(4) t.e., Peaslake Bottom in the parish of Shere, Surrey. 

(5) Christopher Elliott, Overseer for Loxwood End 1780-1. 

(6) William Tribe, Overseer for Loxwood End 1781-2, 

(7) Edward Jenden, Churchwarden 1781-2. 

(8) Edward Woodhatch, Vicar’s Churchwarden 1788-1794. 

(9) t.e., Vaccination. 

(10) Hookhurst is on the east of the Road from Skiff Common (on 
Balls Cross Road) to Beggars Bush (now Lakers Lodge), 
Loxwood, and is just north of Sparr. George Butcher was rated 
for it in January 1824—he is called a farmer in 1830. 





SUSSEX CHURCH PLANS. 
LV.—ST. MARY, HARTING. 

This fine church, consisting of chancel with sacristy, 
central tower, transepts and aisled nave, was built to one 
design c. 1300. A fire in c. 1576 destroyed all the roofing, 
hence the interesting Elizabethan timber roof of the chancel, 
which is the more noteworthy from the scarcity of orna- 
mental roofs in the county; the design of the roofs of the 
nave and aisles was altered to improve the lighting of the 
latter. The Caryll chancel, or tombhouse, was added 
c. 1610, but, after serving as the village school in the early 
nineteenth century, is now in ruins, and the remains of the 
two fine Caryll tombs are exposed to the weather. The 
original design of the nave arcades, still visible in the two 
western bays, is unusual; the eastern arch on each side, 
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and three of the four tower arches, have all had crutches 
built under them, perhaps after the fire. The wooden newel 
stair to the tower is noteworthy as a piece of nineteenth 
century craftsmanship. The copper-sheathed spire and the 
tile-hanging of the south face of the tower give character 
to the church as seen from the top of the Down escarpment, 
W.D.P. 


CHURCHWARDENS’ ACCOUNTS OF WEST 
TARRING. 
Contributed by THE REV. W. J. PRESSEY, F.S.A. 


(continued from p. 116, vol. viii). 
Folios 30, 31 and 32. 
(All these pages are blank and partly mutilated). 
Fol. 33. 


(This folio is very badly mutilated). 
Item for bread and wine 
for bread and wi[ne] 
for bread and wi[ne}| 
for bread [and wine] 
Item for bread & 


Fol, 34. 
(This folio is blank and badly torn). 


Fol, 35. 

for making and deliuiring of the quarter 

byll & for mending the church gate 

for making of the church dore cay & 

mending the loke xs 
(The top right-hand corner of this folio is missing). 

Item the Sumner for Warnning to the 





























coort the eaith day of marche xijd 
for making the clarke’s booke iiijd 
for a matt and too trutts and brumes vijd 
for Washing the churche clothes ilijd 
laidout at the vicitacion xijd 
and for halfe a pounde of wyer vd 
and for manes meatt vijs ijd 
and for making of the Quarter bell vijd 


Item peaide to Edward Carras for mayes 
cheldrene xs 
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for making of the quarter bell the to and 

























































































xx day of may liijd 
Item for bread and wine a Whit sunday vjd 
Item for making of the quarter byll at 
metsummer and delivering of him viijd 
Item peaid to Henry Walder for a lod of 
sand xvd 
for caring in the lod of sand ijd 
Item peaid at the corte when we wear 
warnd for the rep’racion of the church xijd 
and for manes meat and hors meat xijd 
Itm for nailes jd 
Itm for paper — jd 
Itm for drissing the cloke John James had —-———— viijd 
Itm yle for the clok jd 
Item for a shouel ixd 
[Itm] for a book vjs vjd 
[Itm for] sending a bill to chichester for 
fault of our quarell breaking ilijd 
Itm for o’r] quarter bill viijd 
Itm payd] James for mending of the 
clocke viijd 
[Itm pa]yd Herry barnarde sexton for a 
hose cloth liijs 
[Itm ]payd for lether for the bells ijs vijd 
Itm for a spitter for the Church xijd 
Itm for quarrelles for the Church xlijs xjd 
Item for the Laiyng of the Same quarrells ————— iiijs ixd 
Itm a peniworth of bromes jd 
Itm for a pe’yworthe of sope jd 
Itm for a peyniworth of oile jd 
Itm ijd of candles on the cromaton day ijd 
Item for meate and [drink?] for the Ringers lijs vd 
Itm another load of quarells xiiij dozon ———————— «xiii s 
Itm for layinge of the same quarells liijs iiijd 
Itm for the makinge of the Rops viijd 
Item for bread and wyne the sonday affer 
christmas day vjd 
Itm for the landscote book xijd 
Itm the making of the quarter bill in the 
chrystmas quarters liijd 








And sending of him in to chichester ilijd 


(Continued on p. 160.) 
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SUSSEX ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY. 


PRESIDENT.—The Right Rev. Hugh M. Hordern, Bishop 
of Lewes, has accepted the Council’s invitation to become 
President of the Society for the year 1941-42. 

Counci, Meetincs.—The Council of the Sussex Archzo- 
logical Society met at Barbican House on Wednesday, 11th 
December, when thirteen members were present. 

Major Sutton kindly offered to make photographic records 
of the Museum and its exhibits in case the premises should 
be damaged by enemy action. After considerable discussion, 
the Council came to the conclusion that as the difficulty of 
finding any secure place was so great it was better to leave 
those exhibits still on view in the Museum where they were 
than to move them. 

The Society of Genealogists has brought forward a scheme 
for photographing Parish Registers, which has the approval 
of the Bishop. The Council thought it would be possible 
for members of the Society to assist; further details will 
appear in a later number of S.N.Q. 

The Curator of Deeds reported that Mr. J. E. Ray had 
presented a series of deeds relating to lands in Pevensey 
Level, and that the Curator of Hove Museum had passed 
on to the Society 17th and 18th century deeds relating to 
the Northiam district which he had received from the 
Society of Genealogists. 

It was agreed to hold the Annual Meeting on Wednesday, 
19th March, on similar lines to last year. 

A meeting of the Council was held on Wednesday, 
February 12th, at Barbican House, Brig.-Gen. Godfrey- 
Faussett being in the Chair, and sixteen members present. 

The Officers were reappointed for the following year, and 
the new President elected, as noted above. Two new 
members were elected, and nine deaths and 28 resignations 
reported. 

The sum of £100 has been received from Miss Holgate’s 
Executors in conformity with a wish expressed by her; 
this money will be kept separate until it can be spent on 
some worthy purpose associated with Miss Holgate’s name. 

Several applications were received for the volumes of the 
Collections kindly offered as a gift by Mr. Clive Pearson; 
the books were allotted to the Chichester Cathedral Library. 

The Council examined with grateful interest enlargements 
of the films of the Museum taken by Major Sutton. 
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A PARDON FOR HOMICIDE.—Among the numerous 
deeds and documents in the custody of the Society dealing 
with the transfer of houses and lands one occasionally comes 
across one of more human interest. The following is an 
example :— 

Lewes Deeds, B625. 
17 February, 9 Jas. I (1611-12). Latin. 


Grant of the King’s Pardon to JOHN GASTON late of 
Westgrinsted, yeoman, for the death of WILLIAM 
PARSON, an Inquest having been taken at Ashington, 
Sussex, on 3 December, 8 Jas. I. before John Aylwyn, gent., 
Coroner, feoffee of Thomas, late Duke of Norfolk, by the 
oath of William Whitebreade and other jurors, who made 
presentment that John Gaston on 3 October, 8 Jas. I. at 
Westgrinsted was taking fishes in a stream running through 
a field of the said William Parson in Westgrinsted, and the 
said William finding the said John in his field taking fishes, 
assaulted the said John and struck upon his body with a 
stick having an iron spike; and the said John ran away 
as far as a certain high hedge, beyond which he could not 
flee, and the said William Parson followed furiously, con- 
tinually trying to strike the said John Gaston with his stick. 
Whereupon, the said John Gaston for the saving of his 
life, because otherwise he could not escape death, in his 
own defence, with a stick having an iron spike which the 
said John had in his hands, struck the said William upon 
the throat giving him a wound 14 inches deep and one inch 
broad, from which wound the said William then and there 
instantly died. 

And so the said John Gaston killed the said William 
Parson at Westgrinsted in manner and form aforesaid in 
his own defence and not feloniously, neither with malice 
aforethought. 

W.B. 


SUSSEX PORTS IN 1204.—In the Pipe Roll for the 6th 
year of King John (1204), just issued by the Pipe Roll 
Society (Vol. N.S. 18, p. 218) there is an Account by the 
Collectors of a Tax of one fifteenth from the merchants of 
the English Ports. The Account covers a period of rather 
over 2 years, from 20 July, 1202, to 30 November, 1204, 
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and it gives an interesting view of the relative prosperity 
of the various ports at that time. The amounts received 
are as follows :— 


£ s. d. £ ad 
Newcastle-on-Tyne Dunwich 5 49 

158 5 11 Orford II 7 0 
Yarm 42 17 10 Ipswich 711 7 
Coatham 11 11 Colchester 16 12 8 
Whitby 4 0 Sandwich 1 00 
Scarborough 22 o 24 Dover 32 6G 1 
Hedon 60 8 4 Rye 10 13 53 
Hull 344 14 44 Winchelsea 62 2 43 
York 175 810 Pevensey : ft 14 
Selby 17 11 8 Seaford 12:12 2 
Lincoln 656 12 2 Shoreham 20 4 9 
Barton-on-Humber 33 11 9 Chichester 23.6 7 
Immingham 18 15 104 Southampton 712 37 
Grimsby 91 15 of Exmouth 14 6 3 
Boston 780 15 3 Dartmouth 2 0 © 
King’s Lynn 651 11 11 Saltash 7 “&£ 3 
Yarmouth 54 15 6 Fowey 48 15 11 
Norwich 6 19 10 London 836 12 10 


As Mrs. Stenton, the Editor of the volume, says in her 
Introduction, Winchelsea, by virtue of its wine trade, is 
the most prosperous of the Sussex Ports. 

The total amount collected was £4,958 7s. 44d. 

Mrs. Stenton suggests that the list must not be regarded 
as a complete enumeration of English ports, as no ports 
on the west coast are included, and on the south coast 
Hythe and Hastings are missing. 

W.B. 

PLACE-NAMES OF SUSSEX.—The following addenda 
have been sent to Sir Allen Mawer by Mr. S. E. Winbolt :— 
Volume VI. 

Pp. 157, s.n. RupGwick. Add ‘‘ Gasxkyns is Gaskens al. 

Gastons 1731 Deed, v. gestun, ‘ paddock.’ ’’ 
p. 182, s.n. WormincHuRST. Add ‘‘ Worminghurste 1605 
Deed.”’ 
Pp. 227, s.n. HAwKkSBOoURNE. Add ‘* Auxborne 1753 
Deed.”’ 
Volume VII. 
p. 381, s.n. MayFieLp. Add ‘‘ Maighfold 1588 Wnt.” 
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MOARSTED.—The Rev. George Street, Rector of 
Dunton, Bletchley, writes: I write to make enquiry about a 
place in Sussex mentioned in an old Road Book, compiled 
by Daniel Paterson (Asst. Q.M.G. of His Majesty’s Forces) , 
published in 1781 (5th Edition). 

The place in question is Moarsted, and it appears in a 
section of the itinerary of the coast road from Newhaven to 
New Shoreham. I subjoin a copy of this particular section 
as it appears in the book :— 


Newhaven to New Shoreham. 
To Moarsted — 


3 
Saltden I 4 
Rottenden I 5 
Brighthelmstone 4 9 
Hove 1} 104 
Buckingham House 44 15 
New Shoreham 4 19 


The figures, of course, denote the mileage (i) in the 2nd 
column that of each place from Newhaven, (ii) in the 1st 
column that of each place from the one previously mentioned 
on the route. In this an obvious mistake has been made 
by the compiler in stating the distance from Buckingham 
House to New Shoreham. This should have been 4, and 
this mistake has led to the wrong total being put down for 
the distance from Newhaven to New Shoreham. 

What I want to know is: Is anything known of this 
mythical place called Moarsted? It is stated to be 3 miles 
from Newhaven, which would be somewhere near where the 
coastguard cottages known as ‘‘ Portobello ’’ now stand. 
For some years I was Rector of Telscombe-cum-Piddinghoe 
(1912-1926), but I never had any inkling of the existence 
of such a place while I was there, nor could the clerk of 
the Newhaven R.D.C. give me any enlightenment. 


I wonder if there was an older coast road in this dis- 
trict, some distance south of the present road, but now 
engulfed in the waters of the Channel with this place 
Moarsted? I should be much interested to know if there is 
any record of its existence beyond the mention of it in 


this old Road Book. 
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WATTS FAMILY OF BATTLE.—In vol. xxxvi of the 


Sussex Archeological Collections, p. 14 (footnote) it is 
stated that the only traceable descendants of the Saxon 
Thane Eldred, who was one of the fifteen large landowners 
of Sussex at the time. of the Domesday Survey, are the 
members of the very ancient local family of Watts of Battle. 
The latter are said to trace this descent through Relfe of 
Ashburnham, and Longley of Hove. Could any member 
kindly give me the authority for this reputed descent? I 
should also be grateful for any other information on the 
subject of the Watts family of Battle. Their Wills were 
presumably registered with the Deanery Court at Battle, 
but the xvii and xviii century Wills proved in this Court 
seem to have disappeared. 
HUGH WHISTLER. 


‘‘ A SUSSEX FARMER ”’ (1740).—Mr. J. B. Caldecott 
asks whether any reader can identify ‘‘ A Sussex Farmer,’’ 
who published, n.d. but 1740, a pamphlet entitled Advantages 
and Disadvantages which will attend- the Prohibition of 
the Merchandizes of Spain, impartially examined. It is not 
mentioned by Halkett and Laing or their latest editors. 


NUNHIDE HAVEN.—Louis Jennings, in his Field Paths 
and Green Lanes (4th ed., 1884, pp. 24-5) quotes Gentle- 
man’s Magazine, October, 1786, for a public house then 
named the ‘‘ Nunhide Haven,’’ which he identifies with the 
Bull Inn between St. Leonards and Bexhill. What is the 
origin of this name, which is not to be found in Sussex 
Place-Names or S.A. Collections? Is there any record of 
this hide of land having belonged to a nunnery? There was 
a Nunna, King of Sussex, who in 725 granted a charter 
relating to land in the West of the County, but this seems 
a less probable origin. 





RECENT PUBLICATIONS 


A BREVIARY-MISSAL OF LEWES PRIORY. 
The Fitzwilliam Museum possesses a small manuscript 
volume containing the ‘‘ Breviary-Missal ’’ of the Use of 
Lewes, which was fully and scholarly described in 1935 by 
the Abbé Victor Leroquais, before it left the collection of 
M. Georges Moreau* and returned to this country. 
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* Abbé V. Leroquais: Le Bréviaive-Missel du Prieuré Clunisien 
de Lewes (Collection Georges Moreau). 4°. Pp. 25. Pl. viii. 


(Georges Andrieux: Paris, 1935.) We are indebted to Mr. Walter H. 
Godfrey for communicating this volume for notice in S.N.Q., and to 
Mr. Louis Clarke, Director of the Fitzwilliam Museum, for the 
opinions of Mr. Wormald and Mr. Tolhurst quoted below, embodied 
in letters to his predecessor, Sir Sydney Cockerefl. 


In the MS. catalogue of M. Moreau’s collection the 
volume was wildly described as a ‘*‘ Graduale Romanum.”’ 
The Abbé Leroquais, bringing to it liturgiological and 
palewographical skill and experience, has little difficulty in 
proving, first from its contents, that it is not a Gradual at 
all, but a Breviary to which are added elements of the 
Missal, such as was used for travelling ; and secondly, from 
the Calendar and special service, that the Use is not that of 
Rome, but (1) Monastic, since the Office includes the twelve 
lessons, (2) Cluniac, since the Saints commemorated include 
the Abbots and Saints of Cluny, (3) English, since there 
also appear several English Saints, and notably St. Richard 
of Chichester, and finally (4) of Lewes, the mother house 
of the English Cluniacs, since peculiar honours are done to 
S. Pancras, and (the Abbé has kept this up his sleeve all 
the time) the Suffrages begin with the words: Incipiunt 
suffragia sanctorum secundum consuetudinem Lewecensem. 

The MS. is not of a single piece. The bulk of it (leaves 
17 to 456, i.e., to the end) is the older, and the Calendar 
(leaves A-N) and the Psalter (leaves 1-16) rather later. 
On the evidence of script and decoration the first part is 
dateable to the later part of the thirteenth century ; and this 
is suppor ed by the presence in the Sanctorale of the Feast 
of St. Richard of Chichester, who was canonised in 1262, 
while that of St. Louis, which was incorporated into the 
Cluniac Use in 1300, only appears in the added leaves. 
These latter also include, apparently in yet another and 
somewhat later hand, the Office of Corpus Christi, which 
was only adopted into the Use in 1315. There are also 
some less important leaves in a later fourteenth century 
hand. 

The history of the volume from the suppression of the 
Priory to 1589 is unknown. In that year, as is shown by 
a formal note written along the margin of the first page of 
the Calendar, it was bought by Dominique Moustoulh, 
priest of Buys, in the Dauphiné (Buis-la-Baronnie, Dréme) 
from an apothecary, a member of his family, and stayed 
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there till it was bought in the latter half of the eighteenth 
century from a M. Reynaud, sous-délégué of Buis, by 
M. B. J. Moreau de Vérone, president of the Chambre des 
Comptes of the Dauphiné, and a well-known antiquary, who 
died in 1796. Between him and M. Moreau nothing is 
known of its breves domini. It was well cared for all 
through, and is in excellent condition. 

The decorations are not of the sumptuous sort which 
distinguish MSS. written for the royal and noble laity. But 
it has two dignified full-page illuminations, of the Virgin 
and Child and of the Crucifixion, and thirteen historiated 
initials. It is probable that it was produced for the Prior, 
or perhaps rather for some lower officer of the House, to 
take with him on the many journeys that would have had 
to be made round the daughter houses of the Order in 
England. But we are not authorised by it to suppose it the 
work of the Lewes scriptorium, of which, so far as I know, 
no product remains, though there must have been one. 
Like another book known to have been at Lewes and now 
at Cambridge (Fitzwilliam MS. 13) it was, as Mr. Francis 
Wormald of the British Museum believes, written on the 
Continent. Moreover, Mr. Tolhurst points out, the purely 
local Saints have no Offices of their own; and, the Cluniac 
Order being highly centralised, the local Houses, even a 
Provincial Mother House like St, Pancras, probably had 
no liturgical freedom at all. 

A.E. 





NOTICE 


Sir STEPHEN GLYNN’S DESCRIPTIONS OF SUSSEX CHURCHES. 


Sir Stephen Glynn visited and described no fewer than 
181 Sussex Churches between 1825 and 1874. We give 
below a list of these, and are glad to be able to announce 
that anyone requiring a typed copy of Sir Stephen Glynn's 
account of any of these Churches or buildings can have the 
same on application to the Rev. A. R. Vidler, B.D., Warden 
of St. Deiniol’s Library, Hawarden, near Chester, who has 
kindly arranged to get copies made, on receipt of a remit- 
tance of 2/6 for each Church or building and a self-addressed 
stamped envelope. The list keeps the old spellings used 
by Sir Stephen. 








Albout 
Alcist 
Alfrist 
Apple: 
Ardin; 
Arting 
Arund 
Ashur 


Barco 
Barnl 
Battle 
Battle 
Beckl 
Bedin 
Bexhi 
Billin 
Bisho 
Blate! 
Bolne 
Body. 
Bour! 
Boxg 

Bram 
Bred 
Brigl 
Brig 
Broa 

Bunc 
Burp 
Burw 
Butt« 

Buxt 


Cats! 
Chai 
Chal 
Chic 
Chic 
Chic 
Chic 
Chic 
Chic 
Chid 
Chit! 
Clap 
Clay 
Clif 

Com 
Cow 
Cow 

Cray 
Cro 
Cuc 
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Albourne 
Alciston 
Alfriston 
Appledram 
Ardingly 
Artington 
Arundel 
Ashurst 


Barcombe 
Barnham 
Battle Church 
Battle Abbey 
Beckley 
Beding 
Bexhill 
Billingshurst 
Bishopstone 
Blatchington 
Bolney 
Bodyam 
Bourne (East) 
Boxgrave 
Bramber 
Brede 
Brighton 
Brightling 
Broadwater 
Buncton 
Burpham 
Burwash 
Buttolphs 
Buxted 


Catsfield 

Chailey 

Chalvington 

Chichester Cathedral 
Chichester (St. Martin) 
Chichester (St. Andrew) 
Chichester (St. Peter) 
Chichester (St. Olave) 
Chichester (All Saints) 
Chiddingley 

Chithurst 

Clapham 

Clayton 

Clif St. Thomas 
Combes 

Cowdry House 

Cowfold 

Crawley 

Crowhurst 

Cuckfield 


Dallington 
Deane (East) 
Denton 
Ditchling 
Donington 
Duncton 


Edburton 
East Dean 
Elsted 
Ewhurst 


Falmer 
Fairlight 
Ferring 
Framfield 
Frant 
Friston 
Funtington 


Grinstead (East) 
Guestling 


Hailsham 

Hamsey 

Hangleton 

Hartfield 

Harting 

Hastings (St. Clement) 
Hastings (All Saints) 
Hellingley 

Henfield 

Hooe 

Hoathley (West) 
Hoathley (East) 
Horstead (Little) 
Hollington 

Hove 

Hurst 

Hurstmanceux Church 
Hurstmanceux Castle 


Icklesham 
Iden 

Iford 
Isfield 


Keymer 
Kingston by Sea 


Kingston nr. Lewes 
Lancing 

Laughton 

Lewes Castle 
Lewes (St. Annes) 
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Lewes (St. Michaels) 
Lewes (St. Johns) 
Lewes (All Saints) 


Malling (South) 
Maresfield 
Midhurst 
Mundham (North) 


Newhaven 
Newtimber 
Newick 
Ninfield 

North Chapel 
Northiam 
Nuthurst 


Ore 
Ovingdean 


Paching 
Patcham 
Peasemarsh 
Pett 

Petworth 
Pevensey Church 
Pevensey Castle 
Piddinghoe 
Playden 
Plumpton 
Portslade 
Poynings 
Preston 
Pyecombe 


Racton 

Ringmer 

Rodmill 

Rogate 
Rottingdean 
Rudgwick 
Rumboldswyke 
Rype 

Rye 

Salehurst 
Seaford 
Sedlescombe 
Selmeston 

Selsey 
Shermanbury 
Shoreham (Old) 
Shoreham (New) 
Singleton 
Sompting 
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Southease 
Southover 
Southwick 
Stanmer 
Stedham 
Steyning 
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Tarring 
Telscombe 
Ticehurst 
Tillington 
Trotton 
Turwick 
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Wartling 
Westfield 
Westham 
Wesmeston 
Whartlington 
Willingdon 


Stoke (North) [T'wineham — Town and 


Stoke (South) Udymere Winchelsea Church 
Stoke (West) Wadhurst Withyam 

Stoughton Walberton Wolbeding 

Street Waltham (Up) Worth 





(Continued from p. 151.) 


Item for fees to the coart on ffryday affer 
the epyphanie at chichester - — xijd 
Itm for manes meat —————_—_—_____—__ x xjd 
Item ffor 2 locks ffor the Cheast to kepp 
the Christning booke 
Item ffor sending of a certificat to 
Chichester ffor the certifying of sd 
havinge the said lockes 

(The top left-hand corner of this folio is missing). 











Fol. 35, line 8.—* trutts ’’ The ‘* trut ’’ or “* trush ’’ was a local term 
for a church hassock. (See Wright’s Dialect Dictionary), also 
A Dictionary of the Sussex Dialect by W. D. Parish (ed. 1875). 

Fol. 35, line 29.—‘* drissing ’’ for dressing. Read ‘‘ putting the clock 
in order.” 

Fol, 35a, 

Fol. 35a, line 25.—This was very probably the book just previous to 
the one now to be seen at the Church, containing entries shewing 
the amounts collected for landscot from year to year, but no 
particulars as to individual payments or expenditure. It extends— 
with gaps at intervals—from 1622 to 1742. 

Fol, 35a, line 33.—By the tenth Injunction of Elizabeth (1559) it was 
enjoined that the Register should be kept ‘in one sure coffer with 
two locks and keys ’’ which were to be provided at the cost of the 
parish. The information that this rule had been carried out would 
have to be certified to the Archdeacon under signature of the Vicar 
and the Churchwardens. 


(To be continued.) 








